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Issue Editor's Preface
Current interest in the subject has not left the matter of narcotic
and hallucmogemc drugs entirely untouched by legal periodicals. It
is our purpose to avoid in this issue what has been treated elsewhere,
and to plug some conspicuous gaps.
Mr. Peter Belton contributes an exhaustive analysis of the leg-
islative and judicial history of the California civil commitment pro-
gram for narcotics addicts-a system which serves as a prototype for
other states. Professor Joel Jay Finer explores the constitutional
challenges presented by those who attach religious significance to the
ingestion of illegal drugs. Doctors Brill and Kline offer some medical
perspective in areas of legislative interest. Several pieces of student
work complete our symposium collection.
A considerable part of this issue is composed of off-topic dis-
cussion, headed by Mr. Michael Moore's treatment of problems and
solutions in criminal discovery
The production of this issue could not have been achieved but for
that cadre of the dedicated on our Editorial Board and Staff, most
notably- Donna Spragg, Tom Wood, Sam Young and Richard Smith.
GARY G. STRaIR
Issue Editor
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